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Abstract  As continuing to emerge demand of high dimensional and ultra-high dimensional
regression and classification in bioinformatics, psychology diagnosis, computational linguistics
and phonetics, computer vision, the Portal site, e-commerce, mobile Internet, and Internet of
Things, there is an urgent need to study high dimensional and ultra-high dimensional variable
selection and feature dimension reduction in regression and classification model. Thus the sparse
models have been quite popular in recent years, such as the Lasso, adaptive Lasso and the elastic
net. However, these sparse models ignore the structural information of the variables, such as the
group structure sparsity, overlapping group structure sparsity, bi-level sparse structure, Multi-layer
Sparse structure, tree structure sparsity and graph structure sparsity. The structured sparse
models that consider this structural prior information can improve the statistic properties of the

sparse models when facing with the corresponding structure sparse datasets. The structured
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sparse models are the hot research direction of the sparse model learning and many research
findings appear in recent years. This paper gives a systematic survey of mainstream of structured
sparsity model, such as group structure sparse model, structure sparse dictionary learning,
bi-level structure sparse model, and tree structure sparse model and graphical structure sparse
model. As objective function of structure sparse model contains non-differential, non-convex and
non-separable variable, objective function of structure sparse model first needs to be approximately
transform into differentiable, convex and separable variable ones. The main approximate
transformation methods are summarized, including majority-minority inequality, approximate
method of Nesterov’s double objective function, first order Taylor expansion and second order
Taylor expansion. Optimization algorithms solving approximate objective function of structure
sparse model are carried out a detailed comparative analysis on the conception, the features and
performance, which involves minimum angle regression, group Least angle regression, block
coordinate descent algorithm, block coordinate gradient descent algorithm, local coordinate descent
algorithm, spectrum projection gradient method, active set algorithm and alternating direction
method of multipliers,some future research directions are discussed in the final section.

Keywords  sparsity model; structured sparsity model; group structure sparsity model; multi-layer
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=,
E%E’JT*T%%HE?]IT” I B\ 2 o 20 5 5 0 i it
4 73 B A9 R/ A it 20 8 0T R AR R R A

ER.A leﬂ | AR AR A A Bl S T

15?’1515 Chatterjee 5 A" 45 1 g 4 & K 76 1
JE—E R BAT SR T — B R g T R
SR T — O T T R R A
3.1.2 H1JZ UK T AL A — 28 NUZ A i A R

7 It 78 D XU A g A R A AL R
Huang 55 A" H 3 T — 2 U] a6 2L

J 4
Zfoul{zfin(ﬁjp)} (19)

Hrb d;, 5 j A WDQEFJTEEI’JWE'%I It H SR
T PREL £ FELO s 4o0) b SRy 1M1 ek 4, D)y 3 5
BRI HSOR R ) A A Y B 8 S B L) 1 A R
X U RSO B RY EL A U R 5 1 45 A R
B RZ L %4l SCAD B2 f 57 & K04 36
KT L] SR T SCAD i Ly JE 540
MC AL [ 31 pR BN FRR T Ly J 8 L AR
FIT MC §i} 5 Ly Ju BT AR 1 511 08 50 35 R
1L JEHCG AR R T MR 5 45 H 4 & R (Group
Exponential Lasso)"™" N#R T L, 7585 . 283
KT Exponential §i] ; & £ 41 MC 285 [ §7] bR
BN FR AN SR [E 2R T MC 3} HORE R T R A L
Pl PR Lo S5 0% 802 A i 455 7 EL A 20 ] e 3
FEANL N o3 i 5 — B0V s 5 T A A0 3 1 52 5 2L
0 EL AT 4 1 e R RN AL P A e e — B

bos =
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L
&

<“Ul Y’ZX'UB Uy U UGXUT Ug U | Yo Unf Yz Uiz Uy

P 7 Uz 45 R i B 2 1 A i 28R

3.2 ZERRIEE

B3 B2 A0 B A5 8 A1, Gao il Chia 5 M 2
— b Z2 TR gAY A VR SN RS TE R AT
P& 0 — b 22 2 2H W i g % 7 1% L 0T VR B O 4
43N =2 5L )2 (instance layer) (3EF2RA 042
(class-based group layer) Fl 3t F Fr & 09 7+ 4 2
(tag-based subgroup layer). R % K& LG M -2
PRAE B om 2R A TR AR AE A 2 U X,
mE (1,2, M}, 5 m B2 EHE S — 2R
NG A FETAREMFH X0 X s X ooy
X, »Hp ge{l.2,,G,}. % X, ERHE IR
THREMFAHP S £ MITR e (1,2, M, |
Hop M, W g METIHRENFH X, PHITER
BH . d R EIR R IE4E R B2 .4 X £
S P A5 X B B B A L HL X, € R X €
R 2V X e RIS, B, , ] Gao 1 Chia % A\ 1%
Hh ) 22 )2 2 T 20 ) 7 92 D SRR A0 A O A ) e

.1 2 .
min £ |y = XVIEAA V] 4+ Do, [V, ], +
m =1

Y, Vs

M G,
E W § 7mg ||Vmg H P
m=1 g=1

Her| [ - %R Frobenius {84, |V [ F RV 1
LT EMLIEZ M V,, € RV, €
R VRV € R 20 Mo 130y S 37 4 A5 980 i) ik Y
FBUHE M. Gao Ml Chia 88 A4 H 19 2 )2 i i A58 78
SIEHR T RR 2R 2 (class labeD) FIHR 1 (tag) 22 [8]
MR ZR AN 5] A T 3 FARE M T4 )2 X —
TE NI, ¥ 38 T H AT 22 T2 AR 6 465 AL 1) 4 B 7
1255 AT [m] s S5 B PG 1 R R G 2K

4 WEMFHHREER

4.1 WAERKRE

20 2 FR AR R I 2H 45 4 22 T R e R O AR
1 o A5 AL B A 2545 3% 8] 119 56 2 A 7 D A 245 4
RRMRGE RS T LA A5 PR 3R A 43 B T A% A B R
Z IRV HA R Y 5 R . B3 Rl 5 R A BUk
7R B 28 R A, J2 YR i 41 45 4 fis e 7

2 UM 445 K AR PR 45 K R 45 A R PR R T A
FARRRERN O AL AR WERE R O,
B UG AR R T 2 R ] 0 S A R T
FEAR SRR A A AH 5615 0 T IR 2 S TR o i ) S
B2 Y Ak 3 I RN RO B L T S R AR S5 R AR R 5
Bfg B BE gisrhgys g, S {1 PYLG=
{gilj=1. 0} B TRl g, W TREARL A &, g, €
GHMg,  €GCHEEHMANU WREXLR:
(g;,Ng, #H=>(g, =g .Ug, Sg)
,,.Lej(;g’:{l’m’P}

W2 H b R Oy

ﬁ:argmin% || y*Xﬁ”i—ﬁ—A
per’

(20)
2D

Eu"g] ”ﬂg, HZ (22)

g €G

X HAZ=0 HIEMALH T w, R4l g, MEL.G HAR
SERE. SR b W 25 AL O T A A A — AR R
MAHERBIEESHERN — DR R S5 78
HSHEM I BRI = A& W2
(8 25 Y9 2 AN A SR 1 78 o5 R e Y i
KOIEIZA T RGN T4 WA s & 5l
NPT S RTIENEEE. B 8N 6 4
T AR 25 R B R, P8 (b)) S B AL R Y 3 R A
F AR TE N AR 1R T — AL R AL E
RIEFELE R NP TH o s v 0o s
{os) Fllos ) BEEF T K 8 s, I Fikd T
{v ) B TBACH {01 502505 500 55 505 ) Fl {0y 5055
vs v | WEE B T A, BT (o BEETE T
AT A B T4 (o) Bl {0 ) SR EFE T, W4
BRI BE AR R AR BAE 0 B AN T . A
AT SO PR HERE I A A C D 4
PR ACZH (A5 ) B v 5 o AN 21 Y 20D Bl 20
EREF MAZAAOMEWFAFN OB
B L5

(a) 61T IR 454

P8 A2 R A g A AOR

4.2 ZHHMEAERER

FEZ i AR R R T (B th A B I3 2 1Y
PR ZE R G rp It 4 0T I B i A R T A
ARSI — 2 AR, T R SR T AT R
F8 A1 A L E AR KON BT A Y ROC R A

(b) WHERMIEFICR
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B A K O 25 R 1 R SR 56 15 B L T LAAS B4
HEWEHWH ZHEMAER. 28R WAy
Y=XB-+-W (23)
XL XERY TR A MY € RY S b fiy AR e
F¢,BERP”}JT%%”%EF?E»WER\XK%E/T“%%F-%EIE
B BE 2 A B AR 22 1) ) O R O R EEH T. 4
G={g;lj=1. ]}, gissg, P HIEE ATﬁ?
%g;g{l,“wl’}‘iﬁ‘/@ U g;:{l»"'»P}, wE 9 Fn

Kl 10 Pros. Bl ﬂf?w '5XT BN R B R
TR AR A gy S AL e P BT AE RO i AR
WA g €GN w, i 22 B B AR 451
(1) 22 i v 2 2 2R e Al

IAi':argmini lYy—XB|:+

* Z 2w B

P} g €G

% HLAZ0, ¢ . %/TFrobenlusmé& B, 2 A (i D
g RO T BRI AL MRS D5 Do, 1B

pE{l,: Plg;€G

ﬁzwuwwﬁ%%mu e E

L&( pell,

24)

WL, 18
WY Lo JERGESE D w0, B | %FXT%J%E[@

8, €G

B 5 p ATHEAT NN AE . (DK p 1T 2R
AT oy 4 BT R 43 B AL ELAT B 8 BT I R 25 4
Horp SR Bob iy B, Rm RBUERE B 1055 p 1705
g MR (2 X p AT & 4 ) o AT
L5625 () 1 LK F BT Lojisus &,
TRSERBUEE B p 1T NHEH RE, 18 AT
WHI AR B, BT R2BHERE B 056 p 1723 R R
HXETHE p MR R MR R TRHEZRY
KRLGHEBLE (DB p 47 4L 2Z 18] 19 B 45 44 ¢
FRIXF R K AN Z [ R s A e R LI HLEE p 47
DAY P14 2L % S0 AE 224 T DA K A S e T ) R U

SN LRGSR > Fon RBUEE B 1y —

Tt —A 4l e 4l (5D K F B AT L fz
B SECLST R R N E. T RBUEE B
(51 27 [l — i o6 T i 22 i R A I P

AN BT BT M. L 2 B R B [
I 522 BHL DA 722 8 3 J5E T %) A R DA B S A R T Y
. U] LRG3 A A8 e A1 Dok HEAT U
LA A R B

ﬁn BIZ ‘813
B = 1821 ﬁzz Bza (25)
B.‘%l Bw ‘833

X R AL DL A 9 B Herh — A

(B X T — AN 5 55— 45 0 I A i AR e R 45 A ¢
AN 10 frzs. B9 sy BRI 1 10 iy s sl . PR
%ﬁjﬁﬁ gj%:é/ii

éﬂg—)

B9 REEMSE LITH M AE I

(dﬁ‘lﬁg;: ﬂp17:<1811 > B -513}>
@‘ﬁgl: ﬁgl‘:{ﬁn %zD
BD (TJ '115 181 ) < ‘5‘&5 23 BH)

@ﬁgl .,
B 10 AR B R R g4

4.3 WANEWUERKIL/L.ER

Turlach 45 A5 {81 i A 0000 2% 5 i1 7] —
AR RTINS H i e 13728 BB L 7R D R ST
A 98 £ (Simultaneous Variable Selection, SVS).
SVS & & T:20(23) FR7n 1Y 22 iy A Hh AR L 7
X (23)H

X Xip

X: GRNXP’

X1 Xup
Y11 YlK

=~
I

:(Y] 9" 9YK>

Y.m oo Y:\'K
={Y,} €ER""",
B={(B, )= .- .B)"=(p" - .f)ER*K,
Y'ERY.B, ER".B'ER". SVS 45Ky Fi B L % N
AT AR f b AR — A O AR A RRE i X, e
X HARIHFEEESMBERY, . Yik

X EA Sk BB Ly /L. $1E & (Simultaneous
L,/L.. Penalty LASSO) [a] &5 &

P
mln ZZ(Y/ ZX,-]-B//)Z
=1

BryoBpi =1

s. t. Emax( | B | e | B D=1t
=
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AL
EB

HEEMIE LN

mﬂinZ Y —XB'].+2 Z 181l
ﬁi“ﬁr Hm:max( ‘1811 ‘ LR ‘IBJK ‘ )M Ly /L. ik,
XH L5 HAKE T B & —17 8 KR 5 X i
4k 0 RBORIAT T - 4 P IA T i AL » 4 S8 5> F
AP (B AT AT K ANHE 0 R4
B AR R, R Ly /L 58S Lo /L. Yeig B —
FE S22 (B A% 0 » 1117 2L P9 AN 8 ) S 7

5 BEEMHRER

i i, X D) A KB AL L T T HE 5 T A TR Y 2
> Hp AR AR TR TR 2 o] B AR JRAT: 95 O %) precision
FE B 2 > TR Lo Y 2805 X A 3R ] A R A
v o7 21 o 3k B 5 ik BB 9 /9 B B R (Graphical

Ilasqo)[ll.l(}] .

@=argmax log|@| —r(S@)—A|@], (26)

>0
Hrp S ha W Iy 28 0= iR E ALY
precision i [ , precision Hiffrh G & I E X L
AR EB AL AT 5 Ly Z R S AR TE— 45N
e or (O FoRHREmIE 0 =27 ST 16, |. M

Ly i 00T o A8 3R ] A6 TR0 3 A A 8 = > D e g B 1Y
TRIE « Ja R A 2 F Tl 22 52 1 B 1 AR 33T, 431
Lo RS ER .

@=argmax log| @| —tr(S®) —
0>0
A D max(|@; | :G.DEG,) @D
g=1

Ha > T max{ |0, |: (. j)EG, ) H L %k, %
g=1

RAEX A G, P TR AT LGS RS B

5 A AT LSS BGE 5. PN Lo A 45

M EEER .

@=argmaxlog|@| —1r(S@) —
60

SUle, |G eG (28)
g=1

Hp D 10, |G EG, )2 A Loy JEEC . F R
FEX I G, P TR HEAT L BUs 5, A5 AR
PR AT L iU H. XM EER A S
precision J [ 5T 2 A 7 AT 7 5 A 5CR

6 HHUBHFHED

AL B A 2] Ay RN 11 R 7S A
BRFNGE 27 v B i g B B 3 o 2 o 1) — S R R
B T R A B A AR I (9 5 B A F1 D 5%
AN E R X~AD, PCA J&ix — &L A 11y dit 7Y
WX B D A ) O TR LA A R
FBOH R AHR A ] 100 5 [ 1 7 IO — i R R E
{55 B LI N BE ™ A2 38 W i 15 5 R W
51 2 T4 {15 A H — 2 F T R RV B E A B
X e BATE M 2 B AR WE B TR L
rp I RS A M R 23 RO BT L R AL DL S AT 4
NP L BT ) iz B T IE T ) — A
IR A T 7 ARG Ge 14548 5 i L 3h ) i AL
W R X VI Mg o Z e 20V T AR
PR AR AR I R B 2ok R T vk 1148 i HL S5 B B
SRIEMBAEARAEL 0 AEH K MAE 5 4R m A L AL
FEAAN T n M F AR/ T HF W k7 moT R W
NECp KT m, B FR Ry 3 58 4§ (overcomplete) . i
PL 2 B 22 0F 58 s Olshausen I Field £2 Hf 2% 2
YIREE 1 R B S R B B AT
B )2 ) Gy e AR AR A B =100 000, it
TCRMANECH p=256 LI X EURHE Nl m=16 X 16,
Olshausen #ff 57 2 7~ 7 i 7 BLRE 98 A 3 & L A 4K
B ge it 251 5 L 3 W 0 A K 2 X VT Bl & oo
ZIR R A P AR T A A S, B B AR
T I 9 - il e R il & /N B Ceurvelets) (4
ER /N (contourlets) 854 i /N (bandlets) B4 T #4
ROR . N AT Je 30 A8 5 » T i A5 780 1% 15 3k BB 6%
P A BN T A (8] J BB A 1) KR eR L Gabor /N 1
B FE .

SRR TIET |

[Rustmmnrisa | [BRERRmRRBCE 0]

a
5
i

B 11 S5 A A B o 2 )
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oM g %
é'/\/tEn | 1}” ?#{ﬁuX:<Il7”'9I”)eRmX",
1‘,%Da,=2a,jdj GR’V"D:(dl 9"'9dp> GRmX/:’

i=1

A= (a, . va,) ER
/fjt/f‘t I‘Eﬂf‘}&‘[.ﬁlf;g:

. n 1 2
min_ D)5 | —Dasf: +Ada,

pez,acr’N T

E={DER"":Vj|d;[.<1) (29)
X HL, ¢Ca,) i 5 B %) IE AL . 1 3 o) R, AT
PLEEME
min | X—DA|:FAGA) ¢4 = ga,) s
i=1

BARBE T g PR S A 0L ST 5L il 3 s A 3
oy o) 15 At I B o ~F AR SO e R A A 2R
JAEZ ] [ SRR AR
BT M B B S S B R 1 SR A Y B
LA 2T 0 AN 0 4% S R I R LB S AT
Oy DAHE B8 [0 2845 a3 7 AR TR RO R BT I 54 A
B DN R 5T R B8 A [ A A 1) 2 DR 2 0 ] — 26
TG AT e — HA T B9 A= 2 L) 7 X — A 20« 2
DR 282 300 L I 114 S8 D0 1% HL 1 B L BB T X LB 445
ey 5 S5 3k — A Ml 3% T o A TR o B S SO AR A T Bk
(14 18 e 2 (EL A5 B 9 ).
6.1 EXREMHBAFHRES]

"R i o) AT A LR

(1) 2H 5 157 7 g
ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
wa>—iﬂw[gjh,
XHE, Ug, {1 E’J%%gjg sy D HLER,

7F’]G {gilj=1o T} AW F IS a, =
(%,%mﬂéw 14 F A 43 2 A i)

(2) J2 UK Hf i -

JZ UM B B 5

]
Sl’(af):’\zz Ha,[gj] ||2—0—A1 H a; Hl

2R ,\i“‘]ﬂElFHZIIa[gJHZ%ﬁIﬁ*BL ﬁ%
[

ﬁﬂﬂ%hmﬁmkﬂﬁW%ﬁw%“
(3) B} J2 UK s i - i
€ p A F 30 R th RS T MO0 R KRR
PIFEAN TR p DM FRIOTRATE R RAR RN LR,
T 485 4 H 2 3 AR N R B G ISE T e ¢ Ca) ik
HIZRAE R

n J

‘/’(A):E E H‘li[é’j]Hq’

i=lg;€G

/N
7

XHL ||, T el Lo 5 L, Y5 5k U 8=

(Lo W5 g, S, s p ) H NG me
{gilj=1 e T} B AL B v 1 AN i S H
TERE 715 5 a, Lg JRIR a X0 g, HERGI W
TR [

SR IO B AR M R P U
SERE S EGAATE DX AV R ) AR T o BTG e A0 X35
(A S e R I I A R ED SR A e L= S I
MIFH G OC R 0 SRR 1 BG4 A5 G 3 A
oL AFZ 7 s AR R R AT SRR R A
A T A RO HLZR R 1 SR o s s fb T

(4) ZAT: 55 PME )2 U A i 7

REMET AT E 0 DMNGEEB 21 ooz, )
LT M R ) L BDXT TR 2 € (e
b sa AR O AR A —HEIY. X8 24T 55

m@%ﬁ%ﬁﬂLJWMMU:EHMMEE

a' CERNFEFF A W5 kAT, a" B o AR N T A
x, € {1'1 LI R &% } E]/‘J% k 4\}?%(8.‘[0111) 'fﬁﬁﬁéﬂég
153 Z2 AT 55 Wb 2H A0 i = S [ R8T, R ) 3 o R

$(A) fz JA™ | X B A™ WA R T g T

&m%%%
ZAL 55 DM T U i S350 pR RN

Ma)—AEHM“”|+A§jM”1

émEA—O%ﬂgﬁ%mﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ =
WHE L=0,1RGEN 2, €{x,x, ) WEERM.
{y s ooz, ) B 24T 55 DME 4L 3 7 L3RR T8 O K
T H N o B R E R R N N E SR
K A PGE 21 oz, T, ZAT 55 UMEZ IR TR 6
LT R AR S BT B TRl — ZH A5 R (e
z, } FRIER.

6.2 ERERHBHRB(FHRFET]

SRR EUGR H 2 2 MR, Zha S8 APS 42 2F )
HA UG 6 TR i M7 2% A R 19 46 B
B M T BRI A ALE RN T R &

A/EIEU
Zeiler 8 N0 4 1y T 2 WK 6 BUR B A% 45 Y

(hierarchical convolutional sparse coding model).

AR XA K A B X X
A X H KA <) 5t T £, %

BUE B
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L
&

Kl
X =>12.Of 0.
r=1

XH,X. e RN, f,  ERTH I K, = (N, +
H—1) X (N.+H— DA BREFE =, & U b i 1t
LSRN ]

C =52 D@ X[+ 3 =i
A B B A A B 2 o] I X IR X = (X, X
B — A BRARFAE BRI = (/1 7"'va,.KU ) i g
z:(z’{,"',z’(,\rr+H71>X(,\xl_+H,])),ﬂ?ﬁ’%argfﬁlincl(X)
) AR B AR AR WA £ A D8 T 2. XL R
FIRRA B C B9 BRI B S pR 80 2 X PP A
R 2 AR B 2L 8 1 f JE b 4 ik 2 B 42 2
JZ2ABH CZRRRAER < MENES LH L R
LEMEGmASAA K ABOmEER (—1 )7
RORFAE S =, 256 L2 0 B AR s ECh

1 K[*l Kl
Cz(Xi) :%Z 2 ”Zgiﬂz}/@fiﬁ—zizﬂ H§+
=1 =1 k=1

1 K1
DN e

=l R 2 R REAE B A I g DE P
Z1R) (O RRAE e G 22 ) 1) G AR, L E M g R
2, BT 2, R N e R
4 1 AR FE.

ARARL T SCHR LS8 4 i 4 45 AR i A% J7 ¥ » Bo 46
NAESCHRL61 142 i 20 & B A AR 2 80 2 4 M 2%
i [ J2 ¥R UG it 3B i Chierarchical matching pursuit)
T IR 1E 22 AL F 5 A (Multipath sparse coding)
Xof BEA™ G AL 1 22 )22 e AE B S 7 37 5 AHLJE: 2 i o 72
X A5 IR B HEAT 1 AL AL R By E A A
PR T 18 R 1k e S5 2 5% A 580 7 8 B0 T3S DR
T b PR 3 4 B . Bo 45 N1 5 i 7E R IRBIMT: 55
R T3 Hb H A B2 00 18 Al Ry I 26 2 IR
A TR A% . 2 7 BE 8 A R0 2 AR B 0 U
3 AR KRR AR s BT 3 S AL B8 X6 5 A6 T AT
4.069641

T3 50 BT 57 3 3 T B 3L Kavukeuoglu
SN B LA A A 0 A 2 A 1 B 5 2 IR A
5 B 2 SR F MO R A AR AR, FIOT R Z
[B) AT 8 SCIE AR SC &, il an T AT p A>T R 4K
Vo XV p IRFR RS HAT 35X 3,4 X 4 {78 (] - 48T
RIEMITREEAM p 4.

Garrigues il Olshausen 7E 3CHA[ 66 ] 42 Hi v

PAAE S A0 A 5 2 b SR A o AR A A A S Tl 1
Hit . Gregor 55 AFESCHRL67 1% i 7 S0 K Z [A] 77
TEAS 11T 48 5% F2 1 WAR 45 1 57 i 2 o] LAY,

7T EHBREENSE—ELR
7.1 #£HBRACSNHEFERZ BNER
DU BEAE AR, w] DU 2 B R 3 o DLt i
B RS B A I T RS0 v 2 R A 45 2k R B
Xof o DU 3 fe RS S Al i e R R B HE R
SOITSE S SOp AR TS T FNIEE R fl a p R e g S
PR b o H 25 0 XURS: S /N A 398 R RN o Ath 1) 45 4 7
A A, T 4 R A B A AR TE I S5 A AR R SRS B
F18 DT Pt S0 A K 30 Al 1 o B 25 e A i A Y 2 A DL e
WrE By g —HEZE, DUmy Sy BROB 45 7R 1 45 44 7 i B
TP 4 J Ty o) o o7 fBL AR R S 4 L 1] At 4 1145 Y
5 B U SR B0 L B Y T U A .
7.2 HZHMBRUSERBEFEZEMNEKR

Huang %5 A" ) FH 4 % 52 2% B B398 X0 5 K
O s 45 TR 0 45 ) g A5 R O K AR AR g 1 A2
% B 1IE 4L (Coding Complexity Regularization) J5
1. Huang %5 AR IE 25 1 16 #4 # i M L 20 25 44 7 i
P RS 5 R A R T 5 A A TR SR T S R
AR BETE WAL 0y 58— HEZR. ) Ab, Huang 55 A T il 19
AR B — A~ E S5 SCTE T HOR FH B 4 1 2 i 52
JEEE DU A0 BR S 05 T AR ART 15 0TS 5 A A g 45 AL
TS5 R Ak 1) i i A
7.3 ZHMBHRUETFREHZEHEKR

Bach &5 AU ) FH 7455 o B3 7 T 45 4 i 7 A
RIS —HESE. Lo Yo B s A By ] it P AEF o0 K Y
AN FLAFE Y TR AL ) S A AR 1 # (cardinality)
HO&—Fh A & o BT H 02 58 IR B 1 1 fe B 7
T AL HY T X8 O DA SK fige DA T R ™ A 2% Ly YA
. Bach 88 N 2% [T B Iz B4R & o6 B IR ISR
R FCONTE— AR T RLR B £ O
Lovasz JEJF (Lovasz extension) , | B| & 7 155 7 ] &
18 A~ 0 2R 14 I8 X6 LIS ) J I 1] 3 supp (B) 3%
AT i) B SCPE AR TR AR ORI T £ CIBD
Je—MIEEOF Hog FGsupp(B) BN L 4%. B AR, %
A5 3| F(supp (B) B9 ™ A3 4%, X H it 47 Lovasz J@
JFENAT. Bach 858 A5 H = 5 B 2H 25 44 7 i 1 A o &
S 2 AL i i S AR 22 5 H A0 R 1 S T A X
HEZE.
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7.4 BESINHHAEMEHNEMFRRES
—HEZR
Micchelli 8 A7 51 A —#f By 1] 5 ¥ € R” 4 3
T AR B Y ) — TP g —REZE

p—argmin— | y—XB|: +22B|A) (30
per” 2

Hrp
QB|A)=inf{PB, V). YEA) (31)
P 2
rg.n=13) (%+n) (32)
p=1 »p

A AR R IR S R (R A 1 A
A SRR A R A 25 K AR g A5 B ] 4, Micchelli
S NA T T — ol 235 ) s i A5 AR 33K e 485 Ay s i A 7Y
4 51} R B ABORE T 571 p LA 3] Y A5 TR ) it B 45
G BIAL T B DX Al A4 R B A =
{((V,:pE{Lses PhY, ELa, b, 1)) WAL 52 B IX Fil
S5 K B AL R s Micchelli 55 AN 3R A8 3 T — iy 45
TR 1) 0 57 R KK, ST T R 4 5 A A A TR A
B LR ] 5 45 43t 1 /N R AR I 3 Y L Al AT 4
WEA={V,:pE{Ly,Ph:v, =7, ) BIAT 529
T 0 25 P Ak 05 Micchelli 28 A 45 H 114 3 F AE
BT 3 Hb R 25 K AR AR R EAT T MRS L T 3 O %
AN AR A SR 1 A AS [ R M 1 25 4
Bt T

8 HMBHREENS TN

SR — b AR Bk PR — SO RN oracle
J5F S 45 A R MR o I8 B 2 1 R L T 3
S 5 1 P 2 T 32 B B0 A 4 45 B R R A o
TRF 225 g L T 5 R 5 5 R R A G A Y
1 20 75 BF 5%+ DRI I A 5 DL L 4% 40 i A6 70 o 45
RS2 Ik e G TR T 1 B0 4% 1R 2 B0 — 5L
PR TAERIE S e A7 lim P([[B—B.<e) =1
AL Fo N RE A AN B AE B kPR — Bk 2 4R
lim P ({j:B; 40} = {j: B #0}) =1, 1fi oracle f4
J5E 1 A, 45 G T

(1) 75 P — B0k

lim P52 8,720} = :B,701) =1
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T2 A PR Ok L BV2H B R B N A e A
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RABAG AR — B X B R — B
PRI B IS HE R L2 {5 SCAD #7112 i
Bl MC BERYUFD L2 {5504l i A 7 5 4 B &R A He 1
A A T O B — M R A i 4 kB — B0t U i
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i RS W2 i i O(1/e) TE Group Lasso J&fily I iff — 25 52 BSUZ 6 i P
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Method of Multipliers, ADMM) &5 ¥ 5K it % {1t b
fife. BT Cp Wi ATC HE N BIC #E M #1 GCV i
D) -5 45 vy s g A5 R 1 3 AL L s R B P AL 28
AL AT PAE A B BO(E DX JA] b S A BRAS 2 HCfE . 1
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FF BT 2R o v SR B R #E 51 1Y e 35 AL B
FEHO LR B KRR I I R AL R 4% BE 5 R R 9
| 11 I 2% 254 e AR A O L SCERC102 03— 2B 51 A
AT ORI R PR AR B S KR R 3 By Ay [ —
R RSB R — 2 Dy O B K BR A
JOE ) A T2 A Y BB B R L SO S IR B SR I 1 i R
PE ) R B R R oy S T AN T B
1.2 EMTMZEESHELONA

A T 20 60 ] 1 G0 2 1) o i) e R 5 PR 3R 3R

E L2 SCAD [m] R HY , BE A% A7 R0 3t Bk IR E &
KR Wy ok A R DR R 4 B SR TR RE S AR B M R B 2
HUE S 200 R T B O 21 N T
19 />, i HL A8 FE R Il 55 40 i A 9 3ok F A O 1 JE
e RBORM 52 N 7. SEg 45 i 4 SCAD
] 1 TR S 8 3 A Ak T 0 R e AR o R AR
RE 1% 2 B B H 1) 75 A 1y 2 3% DR 1.

A T A LA R R S ) A R R
1 B A 78 B % D) RE A A A L SCHR 104 48 T 1
UGBS A 3 i e, A I A TR SR P AR 45 A i
L O AR Ay T A 30T (] O AR A L 38 SCIE B T G A
TS0k, 5250 2 BL T LA S50 P B L i LA AR
SR AT AR
11.3 ZEXARLSERHA

Web FIAEAZ PR B T R & A7 18 6 S0A K ffs
(Short Text Classification, STC) , 58 U A H & AH K
F- 338 U AN (Text Classification, TC) HAF B E i 5%
PE S LU 8 38 T — B SO i BB AN B S AA T Y
AbFE STC #7735 2 BN 9 15 B S0 1 R 18 kL
BME] TC HL, 0 5k £ A0k Py 28 B A A &
2 U AR AR AL . B — 0 AR A Bl 1 Ah ok
TEORHZE L AR IO R TR B W75 2 AT SRS I A A
TR E PR30 5 B TU AR RIAR G R BH & STC 2544
Mg I L A 5 4> STC Hdfs by Je45 R Ar T LUAT i
L 1) (08 FHT A1 1R IR 1) 43 R

P B 0 A1 5 56 412 3 2 R Ay s st 1 A
(Sparse Backoff Tree, SBT) i) I F 37 5., F| FA # i
B 254 E i) collapsed filiAf J7 ik, J5 T SBT SCAHE
RURE S LE b 7T 7 J2 0 1A 5 A

U R TE R LB ST 4 B R SR LR 5 Y
B A ARAT o L2 o B0l 7 T A i 5 R o i 2 AR X
% PR AT A B A 32 AL 1 A MR B GA) Z [)  OC &R B
FIf i LDA e A W) B2 o7 Bt b 7 J2 I A
W, 75 3 5 /D 14 AT A R 1 AR - )

2 SO G5 R A% T 4 ] 12 I ) AR PR & 3 ST
AR FR I B A A T RO TR TR ) S A TR
it A 0 A L s A AR 0 P ASE UL R K Bk A s e
¥ds DUC2006 Fil DUC2007 | M 24> 30 A 42 $2 Bt
SV ER RS M TR E S R E
R Y SOA 5T
11. 4 FEERE R0 E R IE 5 A

M 22 07 8] 8 25 263l J1 Al LR R ey b i
— A 22 T s (AL B B B 5 A — > i 2 T A I
[i1] 725 Ak 1) 515 15— i 7S 30 o O 6 G ) 3 L L 245 ) R
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PR A ol 2 A A5 1 BUAR T T 3 A A SRR
R 22 70 R b i 25 (8] S 0y BRI . A
LA 88 46 7 7R 2l 25788 Al v pf 28 T Ik i T Bl R ik g
A 25 AR T A T4 B R 7 0 gl il .

T P15 2% R 1 5 B e v ) A B sl s 1 ) et
(Automatic Image Annotation, ATA) , SCHA[ 110 ]8T
S8 T G5 AR AL AL DT 1815 I 8 9% R 2 OM R 45 £
B T ) R, i iy [ I 592 3 A i o 4 4 20 e i I
AR IE U AL 0] 05 A5 R 52 T T bR T TR RE.
7 JE F i A A SR R AR I L SO DL OB AR S
A [R] 4 R AR 2 A A [ B M A TR 43 B g Sk
Pt A T) I 2% A A B 5 R A R i RO 1 G U
A Il AR HY ) 2548 R AIE 2 45 07 7 Bi-MtBGS(Bilayer
regression model for Multilabel Boosting by the
selection of heterogeneous features with structural
Grouping Sparsity) g 5 3 4 A H1 2H 0 55 ALk 1% %
iyt SR 25 T2 VR O 45 AL T A 00 A 45 4 R s L B
fi 1] DAY EL A T 2 5 e B — )22 [l A A S B
— AR A ) R AR e L 5 2 L 2 AR A AR
TV AR FEMERAG 1 A 256 45 R WoR LRI 1
VT A5 B i %) T e R AP

THE LA B8 0450 B i N 2647 S 0 o B AR
A Al R O TR O3 L JR) R IR R AE VR Dy ) R 1Y
v PR 2H A T A (Bag of visual Words, BoW) ,
R HINZRAT O vh B 8 25 45 4 41 g i 1Y) 3R B0 i
HJ7 EAE S BoW , S i SR £ 4058 £ 10) 45 A4) i 1 32 %X
VE NZEAT N 0 B 0 JUAT R AR, SCRRC 112 148 1 1Y)
Jr AR 22/ R A A D TR A 2 BT
A A 2 M A Ak T N SR AT O U B a4 KTH,
Weismann 1 UCF-sports and UCF50 | 1) 55 36 45
R S Y T 1 A

1o G T GBI ST, SCHRL 113 )75 JEAs) 38 T 7 [+)
— AR 12 PN 5 2 A 107 O 5 BT 4 R AR 4 155
NG BAGAL GELAEH 35 43 BT IR AE 05 AT AR A
550 4 B0 A g 10 40 53] 23 el AR SORRE AR
T3 SR A+ S I 7% B 0 [ I S e A4 R0 31 G A
1.5 HFEEHEBRNEGEANFHIEZA

EREE R OK kR & W R S EEREA b SR R i
GifF T RIS B2 008, KB n W5 5 502 2 Hi i
SN b BIREERE 55 B IBUE R s J5OR e f
MIBEVE I 25 O(nk) 38 W 0L B 1 B A
O(nloghr) f-4ift 52 Mk B35 TN T R MUAR 25 48 Y
i 510 40 £ S )

FE 45 A5 BT s BB R R RIS 5 1Y

Fo it 28 7 R P AT R A 5 A I 9 S 8 R S T
235 ey il L 2 s A TR LA B 1 B R R R 0 O £
BB T R RF 5 00 R R 45 #0580 BT
T 5 1 /0N A8 e P B 2 R O R AR 4 A
SCHRL L5 T8 H — Fof M) R i B 5 6 JE s 4 £ Ja
EIRL 7 T35 A 1) I 52 DG TC 38 B 5 0 oK it T 4 A%
&) .

SCHRLTT6 14 45 F4 3 i 15 5 19 SR Al 3 B ol
07 s 245 A SRR 1+ ATk X LI S0 A M P < L SRR
[F) B 265 H4 1 1 3 B s 4 A R il T — Bk i 1 5
T

SCHRLLL7 175 08 TE SRS 45 1 i it =i A%y [ A 52 B
TR TR PR A LAk U I A A L AR A R TR
FEMBLE AR 0 Jr i 4L A5 1, AR 0 BREL, 4E RN
(B PR 5 A E PEAR BEALST AR AR nT 2051
FI LT S AR A 7 12 » £t A9 A TR A 5 2 Al i A6 X
FEAT A5 S, LB 45 2R 7% e 44 A% S P B L T LA Y
R

SCRRC T8 A 22 WA P A o 1 S — Bid 181 15 8
R + 2 T 2L 1 2 R 1] B X S e 2 45 45 L
T SO B AN T AU AR R Lo Y6 201 6 i V[ I
S BRI $ OMVRF AR 26 £5 T RE . SE I R 4 1K
BorRikae.

12 Lo

12.1 40 NESLWEILE

AFRNER HERME G H MC B RDR
IS (MDA BOR. HERNAEL T LA
SCAD BERIHN L, 20 MC R 8 — 2 20 Hi i 15 7Y
M2 &4 MC BRIRER THREAHER L Ui MC
BERY Ly 02l SCAD BERY DL N 52 45 2 A A 40 25—
KBRS MR, A S g I R & F
3 K cran W ¥h I ) glmnet 4 Chttps://cran.
r-project. org/web/packages/glmnet/index. html) ,
gglasso £ (N %k W 41k & https://cran. r-project.
org/web/packages/gglasso/index. html) #l grpreg
A CF 2 W 4k o/ https://cran. r-project. org/web/
packages/grpreg/index. html).

h T BE R A Al MC BT B L2 AR i 25 A
BACROR A 8 — ke TR A BB y = XB+e 1)
NTEAEEE GZ N TREE h I fu & 40 DR &, 45
A SO0 LS R BUE I T -

B=B,.B. .- .B)"
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ea = RS LIk RS i 5 )

B =(1.1,0,0,0),
B.=(2.2,2,2,0),
p.=(0,0,0,0,0),
p.=(0,0,0,0,0),
B, =(0,0,0,0,0),
B;=(0,0,3,3,3),

B, = (0. 26,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0).
SR ATRANG 5.4 6.4k 7 MR 8 PR, KPR
B1) A A2 14 Oy S I 24 2R e R e v ) A

AR AR
Vi 0. 74
V2 0. 82
V3 —0.03
V11 1.92
V12 1. 81
V13 1.92
V14 2.00
V24 0.02
V28 2.88
V29 3.01
V30 2.91
V3l 0.13
V39 —0.06

K6 HAEZWIRER I

V1 0. 25
V2 0. 49
V3 —0.18
V4 0.03
V5 0. 009
Vi1l 1. 95
V12 1.63
V13 1. 97
V14 1. 86
V15 —0. 27
V26 —0.06
e —0.01
V28 2.90
V29 2.72
V30 2.75

R7T HAERMIRER2

AR AR
V3l 0. 002
V32 0. 001
V33 —0.001
V34 —0. 0001
V35 —0.003
V36 0. 001
V37 0. 0001
V38 —0.001
V39 —0.004
V40 0. 001

8 EAAMCHBENIBER

Vi1 0. 86
V2 0.78
Vil 2.04
V12 1.87
V13 2.04
V14 2.12
V28 2.99
V29 3.11
V30 3.06

MIWERMHAERNERE R . EHENER
A3 1850 45 0 # i A OR  H  k R 4
REAEM LA MHERN LI T HL
A B8 i i P G S 6 295 R vh 6 T ] — A A 2 0
2 [ B A3 A [ B R R

X HERMEGH MC BRI S 45 R .5 Y
BG4 MC BRI A BE AR i V40, & R
P Tz R 2 A MC BRI ik b AR i VAO
M R V40 5 9 AN ESLIH R ECh 0 MITARAE
AT R4, KA EEE RN FBOL L &
H R AR T TR AR R4, VAO 2 3% 9 SR AR
TR R R A Rk TS Bk L o 2 R S
MC R g T el — AN 201 10 S48 5 %A [A] B 4
6 L RIS BT 2

SHHAERSE A MC BRI SCR 45 1 %
Sy &t Group Lasso H SB[ 48 5 4 6 4% 8 70 N
[F] — >822 i 1 AR R TR I O 2 ) B R
A MC RIS T N A8 R [ — 1> 4
HNEE R RBA R AEGAEE.

i BT R A A MC B R B X2 25 76 7 i
R MERANEASEWmEARCR AEREAA
2H 25 1h) s it AL SR
12.2 ANIHIESLIEEE

N B30 S 56 B 43 Sk 1l 05 F 43 25 52 56 [l
B AR e I 3 MR WA KR A

N2y 2y
Y:.;(?X’ik_xikJV?sz)ﬁijs’
B=(—1exp[—(2j—1/20)]

FEAE N TR 248w — A i A i R ). e~

N0, 06%) Ny 7 M 75 . 432 {5 M btk SNR (Signal-to-
Noise Ratio)

SNR=—B'E(XX"}$

{E9 1 S i S g s
O SIS b A i AT 2 S e A 415 B
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K%
pPY=—1[X.p)=1/[1+U+e )],
pY=+1|X.pH=1/[1+0+e)].
B N=500,P=200,7c N\ L% 4% I, Group

BN B s Group MCP [, Group SCAD HE$£ 5 /b 1
AR A S IR B

R ANIHESEMBRERSTH B L

115 H 80 i i) /s
lasso, Group MCP.Group SCAD #1 Group Bridge & Lasso (glmnet) 0.03
FJR #8 — ¥R 35 8] (Local Quadratic Approximation, Lasso (lars) 0.42
\ e . . . Group lasso (LQA) 3.59
LQA) , maf £k ikl (Local Linear Approximation Group lasso (LCD) 062
(LLA) . J5 38 A2 #5 T % (Local Coordinate Descent, mPE| Group MCP (LLA) 5.13
LCD)%:‘Hi , Xj—éﬁﬁﬂﬂ. |E—'Ji£|:1‘jf T Hﬁiﬁf 925%5&% 9. Group MCP (LCD) 0.12
. Group SCAD(LQA) 0.32
B N=500,P=200 fil J=20,%f Group lasso, Group Bridge (LLA) 7.02
Group MCP, Group SCAD HI Group Bridge A9 Fi Group Bridge (LCD) 0.11
P B R AT T 0 L. R A e 2 B B JUIE JE O M) passotimney -
L . . . . Lasso (glmpath) 13.77
éﬂﬂiﬁlﬁqjl*‘%ﬁ? @foﬁﬂ& E‘JIEZQEE%‘E FP (False Group lasso (LQA) 21. 78
Positive) %H?ﬁ E iE 5”3 0 H/‘J gﬂ ﬂi %ﬁ iiE ':F' ‘H“% ﬁ% @J @ Group lasso (LCD) 1. 80
R &I FN(False Negatives) , 100 ¥4 52 ZES Group MCP(LLA) 15. 08
L N . Group MCP (L.CD) 0.47
BRI 10,38 10 1 GN i A% VN Group SCAD (LQA) 16. 34
A5 S EE VR R AN B A F2 10 W] LLE i Group MCP, Group Bridge (LLA) 29. 77
Group SCAD iﬁ*%%%/l\ﬁtt Group lasso //l\ ,if;';ﬂ Group Bridge (LCD) 0.67
R 10 NIHESEMHREIERITL
- . ik AR R
3 Lt 4% GN FP FN VN FP FN
Group lasso 20. 0 6.8 0.3 0.4 58.5 20.7 1.2
Bl Group MCP 4.5 10.9 3.0 0.1 24.6 7.5 3.9
Group SCAD 5.4 12.8 4.3 0.1 30. 6 10.1 3.12
Group Bridge 8.7 5.5 0.3 0.8 19.9 5.2 4.3
Group lasso 20.0 5.9 0.2 0.2 61.9 7.3 2.4
e Group MCP 5.2 10. 8 2.6 0.0 28. 4 4.7 14. 3
Group SCAD 7.7 15.4 3.6 0.0 30.5 6.8 11. 7
Group Bridge 10. 77 5.5 0.3 0.8 23.8 2.1 14.3
1.3 RERRERBILE AR FF 5 0B 2% 0 66 51 4 MR AT S
VegE S % k - 5 ¥ A BN S 4 7 .
e 11 e 8 A8 Bl Rk an sk 11 fr FERE A5 5E pR Y R T =X A 2R 0O S 21 A8 o o DA T 5K
F 11 Hp N HFERANE P REEGILERC, T R RE A5 4 W4

RO iy o A K. ol T S A8 R A MBS 4L O B

® 11 XBRHE

K il N J P
Autompgl!*¢ 392 7 35
Bardet!120] 120 200 1000
Cardiomypathyt12!) 30 6319 31595
spectroscopyl122] 103 100 500
Breast!123] 42 22283 111415
Colon!'2! 62 2000 10000
Prostatel!2%] 102 6033 30165
Sonarl126! 208 60 300

fiff PR 22 24 50
ER=(B—B)"E(X.X.}(B—PB")

AR ZE X BB Oy SRR R 6]

S I . A 4B K 23 S 6006 Sk I A
40 20 2 I RO - 5 2B S BT 100 0, X S 8
ZERORP IR TR AT B R 2 S0 LRSS R A
Mo i AR AE 8 A1 HE b 3z A7 I ()X He an 3k 12 B
IR 3R 13 A AR S T A4 AR b IR 4R
REXT EE. & 14 &M BB RULE 4 470 e 4R 1Y
PERE.
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* 12 FHEMBERREIEITREIRT (A 2 s)
) YA S
o EPE] S
Autompg Bardet Cardiomypathy spectroscopy Breast Colon Prostate Sonar
Group lasso 3. 14 9. 96 78.23 9. 37 439.76 60. 42 111.75 24.55
Group MCP 4.47 14. 22 111.37 14.17 626. 07 86. 77 159. 08 78.77
Group SCAD 0.28 0.88 6.98 0. 84 39.22 5.38 9.97 2.22
Group Bridge 6.23 19. 77 155. 21 18. 60 872.51 119. 77 221.77 48. 77
R 13 JBEMBERREDE T EREXTEE
b Autompg Bardet Cardiomypathy spectroscopy
’ FN ER FN ER FN ER FN ER
Group lasso 15.5 0. 343 15.2 0.321 14.9 0.474 15.7 0. 333
Group MCP 4.4 0. 255 . 0.311 4.3 0. 384 4.6 0.312
Group SCAD 12.5 0.272 11.8 0.329 12.3 0.429 12.7 0.429
Group Bridge 3.2 0. 244 3.1 0.322 3.3 0.422 3.5 0. 325
* 14 FBEMBERER S LG
Breast Colon Prostate Sonar
LAY
FN ER FN ER FN ER FN ER
Group lasso 15.6 0. 383 14. 8 0.161 15. 4 0. 381 14.6 0.229
Group MCP 4.2 0. 342 4.1 0.129 4.5 0.321 4.6 0. 202
Group SCAD 12.2 0. 365 12.7 0. 146 11.5 0. 343 12.7 0.219
Group Bridge 3.1 0. 354 3.3 0. 159 3.5 0. 351 3.3 0.222

13 RFKWHRF
13.1 mEMEHEEIREHKERES
W 2R R AR i 4 M B B AL 5 % 1] Probit
| 5 A5 A f — I [\ A BE B (negative binomial
regression models) \Poisson [B] 45 7 | Z&2 1ji 32 %5 30
F5 AL (multinomial logistic regression model)
ST AR K 5| A (Index modeD) | & 23
2R Mk #E Y (Partially Linear Models) | 48 £ 25 # #Y
(varying coefficient models) &5 2% £ %y [n] 5 455 1 )
Jo AR AL, MA R HUFT ARMA #E#L A7 43 A vp
B0 3 2k B[R] A5  (accelerated failure time model)
ST B R L = o 2 00 A AR i R 2 s i A A
89 07 198
13.2 SIANHAIED T BB EHHHREE

Lo J5EAE 511 o6 BT LAAS 30 o i, (HL 2 Lo ¥
BOAE R T pR B AN 3 SV R AR M A B O Ak (8]
FOUR SR AR TR ME. Ly 0 8O L HEAT T RORS BB A4S 3
Mg e AHJ Ly JEEOW I 1 B R AR S B0 75 i A
RLCEFXE Lo Ju g Loji gy Bk s IR 2250
Ao 31 R KR 2 i e L i 40 SCAD 1 eR %, MC
1) bR KA 5T R capped =L 1 R BT 0 BICR
51 8 %k (Log-Sum Penalty, LSP)M*  Geman i} pf
#0157 (Geman Penalty, GP) DL L{BE0<<qg<<D)

ST L, 5 B SCAD i ok K. B 5 6k KR MC
TR BC gt B A A P A E R 4
SCAD i} # Y | 2H M 58 78 F 41 MC i 58 30 L IR 4 4 L
fth capped-L 53} BR &R . X B 51 08 %0 . Geman §i} pR %K
PLR L 5 (0<<q<<1) §i} A& 3E N i) eh B0 HE T 31 48 6
2 B BN T T DI A5 20 AH I 1) 25 44 A s A5 TR 114 )

(RIS
13.3 ZMEREMNELE X

Yang % NG T A ERMEL ¥ T Bk,
XAMIEL 2 FHE R E N TRBAERMESHE
WK AR ARARA T T T4 SCAD F# R
MR RLFN 20 MC i A5 A0 45 3 ™ 45 1 7 s A5 2L 1Y
PRSI 45 1 B ) U SOPE R i i 22 L.
13.4 HEHBERENS TR

Y AR 22 25 0 B 45T 0 8 3 1k T S AT O
25 BN B IE van de Geer 25 A1 Zhangt " il
Ye 55 AW H 4 T BRI R AR AV 45 1 1 28 4 ik s
7S b LAAE 1) BIR ] 45 A 1 2% 10 22 58 L At 1] 7E IX 22 R
A AR 2% 1 Y A2 R T X R AR G T B kAT
TWIRGE I 2 55 b Hi st A TR 7 3k 6 BT 53 1 IR o A A
(B2 AZ AR TR 18— 2t ey 2
13.5 BHRAMERBRABENAIHMEEER

B2 3]

W T A 5 45 4 T e A S RN 8 R 5 ) A A

27 ) PER IR TE. I A 27 & o s B R



6 39 XA 45 -

25 K 5 L A R 1331

BT BE AL AR R AT A P AR RSO A ) G
PR R0 o R A s 2 e G )
PEASE U 9 A TG i PRI ARE TR R T T SR
T f M SR LA R O bR BE W 4% N AT 45 2R )
SRR O R R gk 4 ) Ll 2k R A A R T
R RS F L B AT HE T (E RS
13.6 &S HIEEEH

il F ATC Fi1 BIC o DU 8 £ A5 7L 14 A4 2 50
BERA R 22 0 Up J7 26 55 BE A1 B BE L K45 28 AR
U5 J7 AN LA T 5 25 W U O 22 A BE N A R L (H
BB B K. i, Meinshausen 28 A\ M9 3t T &
FhAE (resample) 77 7 3 H 18 B A5 AR (14 AU Ar 2 501 A
E & P& (Stability Selection) 5, & f 77 3 & — Fh
3 BB 2 B 5 0 % 2 AR L 3E T T 2 7 i A
AU T S R 7 i AN BER X O 28k Bl B R AT
Al R R T A A 2 A T X A Oy i e A5
i L TR () A 2 50, I LA 5 22 i ) A TR AL
B SRS Cp A4 L BIC H4E . ATC F 45
GCV i JU) A58 SR 560 45 0 vk A T HL 3R
13.7 ZEETEMEABXRAAREREESA

SHmmED

FEERIEREA Y, AR 2 8] 1 OC R AT BR AR T
A A BN R 2 1=1. 4 x2 5 23 AL M
K IR 21=0, 004 x2 5 x4 ZIAEH IR, 1M
HLRRAE A% 5 73 20t AT DA 2 M 58 0% 1 lE A M . X
02— AT B8 1 i — 20 58 5 1)
13.8 EREFEFEGSAEHRFEGFNTENHLE

MXBRMNEMHRED

455 K6 B i B T 3 AT LA 5 A 8] ) 25 A AR i %
FORIEAR R Z A R WA AT e SAEAIA 6. — 4
B2 B 2 A G P & R AT SR iR W o AL R
AR 5 A A P A AT R G R IR 5 T R 2
AN—FER. BT LA —Fh RT g 04 0 55 O ) 2 AR o 4 4
FYNGRAEA o3 4 CUn (o & 300 45 i 0 T A A5 0
K PR A A T8 48 T W B 2 > 3 BB X ) iR AT 0 4D
gh AR X FE BE T T 43 HUR I BCHE A AE Y e 5
TR S I AT S RO AN B R R A 45 R W b
BT,
13.9 HEXBESHHMEH

RS BOR DL E B AR R T
[GE A E A S NN R e LB 7 = R ] I AN B
YT B2 TR W L IR 52 15 2 55 S, Ak 3 1) i 11
HE A TG TR 2 A YA R R O L B R B R
P HAT DU Rt (D FEANEOR FEAR 4R 20 Ab
P — g S HCE T AR A B[R], KB S RE e Bk

AR RN R ER i SR & R RN
GG R AE 2o o) Bk B A B T BESR B T
A T AN R 9 3 5 s T 2 R o T 2 22 A
TP 20 A S sOF A7 80k A B s (2) Bodls 454k
A AE AR A% R A AN BT B 2 1) Al 0 1 o L
S SR R BT A 3 N ) RIAS W2 ) B B
PERYRE F7 17 HL RO i L3 o0 A AR A D E R A0 A L A
FEa V2 WM ST e ML & 2R R I e 3T T
Bes (3) i 2T A03dE F T R HLARE [t 9 552 fif A A
DR HLER 27 S H AR,

i 1L A5 280 M 45 ) A i 1 TR A A BR T AR R T
T B AR L AT 25 (1) WIF 5 T 1] g 448 3 R840 1 e
2R S5 TR B R R B 15 5 (2) BF R IR AT #0434 X
G4 R AR R SR A B3 15 (3) WF I BA7 22
TR I 1 445 R R i TR R SR fige SRk L 2 B B 3
1 45 R R R A R 5 (4 BIF 5 T 1) = 2 o A 118y DL I
245 Ky A L P A 2L M AR T A SRR AR AR 1

Wt 5 5 25 A A 2R R 5 ) DG A B3 T A T
JE N (B A7 T BE A ADMM Sk 14 S
JOE R L A A 7 R AR AR i 1
Al fiE . ADMM B3k 5 A 5K i 450 2% oA 850+ 1 U
A TIIE 21O Ak T 780 T 235 g 4 g A2 280 1) T 204 4
HA W5k o8 B+ 1 W AL 3T 48— T XL Boyd 4%
NPHRE T ADMM B L7653 i 0F & hadoop _F
PR HEZE AT T EAIRTE. 5350 R A by T R 2R ALY
B3 B 23 A 25 B 5t B

14 #Hit5R=2

AR S FiE IR 2H 235 g e i A TR XU 35 ) s i A
RS 28 A i g A TR T ] 45 4 6 i A5 TR 1 W P 2R G b 23
W T GEA R R 5 EL HOR R SR kAT T A
. AR SCERIR T R SE S A R B AR T A S B
— UM AR R — B N oracle P 5T AF 4 TR
I 1) — 26 BN A5 1 N AT 3ROR Z& R (M B Riesz 2%
FNBR R AE (B A5 F. 350 30 2558 1 25 40 7 i 2R
15 DL UL g A 52 2% R B R T R e B2
(B B HR R B ST A SO 7R T 45 A8 A5 AR K R 1)
WL 7 1.

55 K6y i it A AR S > R R U A A R TC R
ST I R R R A AL Tk SR B B, an el 7E
R SR L SIS AR P 2 A R R 0 AR A 1 0 A AR A
FIRY 235 g FTIASS Y %) A st A o] A B o 45 4 A
AR (18 47 VR 45 i) 70, 30 5 S BT R A 5
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Background

Nowadays, High-dimensional and small sample datasets,
where the number of unknown variables which are to be
estimated as one or several orders of magnitude larger than
the number of samples in the data, are the rule rather than
the exception in bioinformatics, psychology diagnosis,
computational linguistics and phonetics, computer vision, the
Portal site, e-commerce, mobile Internet, and Internet of
things. Classical statistical estimation and inference cannot be
used for high-dimensional and ultra-dimensional problems.
By introducing additional structural smoothness assumptions,
or say restricting to a certain models class of smooth functions,
Lasso method is well-established framework for fitting of a
linear model having many more unknown parameters than
observations.
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only achieve sparsity on the level of variables. By inducing
structured sparsity or low rank or those based on more general
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structure of the variables as the prior information and often
achieves better statistic properties than the regular sparse
models.

This survey brings together methodological concepts,
computational algorithms, applications and mathematical
theory for structured sparsity model of high-dimensional
datasets. We give a systematical survey of the structure
sparse models and it’s solving algorithms. We point out
different structure sparse models. advantages and disadvan-
tages and their specific application scenes. We also show the
conditions which are often used when discussing the statistic
properties such as variable selection consistency and parameter
estimation consistency. Finally, we give the meaningful
directions of the future research in the field of structured
sparsity learning.

This work is supported by the Basic Scientific Research
Foundation of China University of Petroleum (JCXK-2011-07).





